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only choose between passivity and resignation? Above all, being a 
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to an obligation of circumspection from the day of my appointment. 
Before the monstrosity of the war, then, one must be silent, or limit 
oneself to expressing one's own opinion in private, in family? 
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The assistant archbishop to the Pope, in the full swing of an intense 
political crusade to prevent war in Iraq, stated that war would imply "an 
incredible loss of life", and the Vatican has announced that at Sigonella, 
a North American naval base in Sicily, 100 000 body bags and 6000 
coffins have arrived. 

3. The global fight let us face (By Jan Aart Scholte) 

One hundred thousand people came to Porto Alegre for the third edition 
of the World Social Forum in late January. Twice as many as last year, 
four times as many as in 2001. Never had so many citizens come forth 
for meetings on a global scale. Never did so many professional associations, trade unions, NGOs, religious 
organizations and think groups interest themselves to the great planetary stakes, whether the environment, the arms race 
or human rights. 

4. Burying the "Washington Consensus" (By Xavier Cano Tamayo) 

The "Consensus" was drawn up by a group of economists, officials of the U.S. Government, the World Bank and the 
International Monetary Fund. A very restricted consensus; it was never the subject of general debate and never 
submitted to a vote. It was not even formally ratified by the countries it was imposed on. It has been, and still is, an 
authoritarian exercise, greedy and unsupportive, whose champions try to justify it on the grounds of the supposedly 
unquestionable economic-scientific character of its guidelines. 

5. Agriculture Proposal Will Increase Dumping, Unemployment And Hunger (By Aileen Kwa) 

The draft seems to deliberately ignore many of the proposals put forward by developing countries to protect their 
producers against dumping and address the problems of rural unemployment and food insecurity plaguing a large 
number of developing countries. Focus on the Global South calls on developing countries to reject the text because it will 
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In January the barriers for 21 agriculturals products where removed for NAFTA'S exchange. Products such as potato, 
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established the three opening stages of agricultural trade. 
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It is said that the war against Iraq is imminent. It seems 
that the UN has already calculated the number of 
potential deaths and the millions of people in Iraq who 
will suffer terribly on a physical, human and moral level 
from the ill-fated consequences of the war. 


The Prime Ministers and a Head of State of 8 European 
countries (five members of the European Union and 
three acknowledged candidates), have declared 
publicly their support of the war, in a letter appearing in 
the most important newspapers in the world. One of 
them, the United Kingdom's Prime Minister, is the most 
bellicose of all, even though 88% _of the population of 
his country, according to polls, is against the war. A 
very good demonstration of how he takes account of his 
citizens’ opinions. 


Is it inevitable, the war? What can be done? Can the 
common citizen only choose between passivity and 
resignation? Above all, being a European civil servant 
like me (since 15th December 1978), committed to an 
obligation of circumspection from the day of my 
appointment. Before the monstrosity of the war, then, 
one must be silent, or limit oneself to expressing one's 
own opinion in private, in family? Must not a European 
civil servant have, perhaps, the right and the duty, in 
these cases, to be first and foremost a citizen? 
Besides, if he is not in agreement, in all conscience, 
with the decision in favour of the war taken by the 
Prime Minister of the European Union, does he not 
have the right to come _ out of what we call "the 
neutrality of the civil service" to demonstrate, even 
publicly, his own rejection of the war, a terrible 
demonstration of the incapacity of the political leaders 
to resolve civilly the inevitable conflicts between social 
groups, countries, populations, states? 


The Europe, to whom millions of civil servants have 
dedicated their lives, their ideals, their hopes, in the 
course of the last fifty years, is not one of war. This 
Europe does not deserve to have them sacrificing their 
own dignity as citizens through silence, be it ever so 
golden as they say. 


Approving a resolution against the recourse to war, 
even if it has a narrow majority, The European 
Parliament has reaffirmed the fundamental value of life 
and of the search for peace, in line with the founding 
fathers of the united Europe. They had wished the 
building of the Union because they no longer wanted to 
have war between Europeans (particularly between 
France and Germany ). The Europeans have 
demonstrated that the elimination of war is not only 
possible but also good and just, a font of well-being 
and happiness. In this sense, the European Union has 
been able to think of setting up a positive model for the 
rest of the world. 


With the letter to which | have referred, the highest 
political leaders of the eight countries mentioned have 
destroyed this wonderful victory. 





Let the European civil servants who wish to, express 
clearly and firmly their repudiation of this war, today 
and tomorrow, by registering it with the eight political 
leaders whose e-mail or fax addresses may be found 
at the bottom of the page. Perhaps this little contribution 
of theirs will be of some use, not only on a symbolic 
level. 


Riccardo Petrella 


Contact for this article comunicazione@attac.org 
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Tony Blair Fax: 00 44 20 78 39 90 44 

Maria-José Aznar Fax: 00 34 13 08 70 42 

Silvio Berlusconi Fax: 00 39 06 67 84 657 c/o 
Ambassador Giovanni Castellaneta 

José Manuel Durao Barroso Fax : 351 21 395 16 16 
Vaclev Havel Fax: 420 224 37 33 00 

Medgyessy Peter peter.medgyessy@meh.hu 

Anders Fogh Rasmussen Fax: 45 33 11 16 65 
stm@stm.dk 

Leszek Miller leszek.miller@miller.pl 


Sources have revealed that the U.S.A has 
transferred thousands of body bags and 
coffins to Sicily 
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Coorditrad, 


The assistant archbishop to the Pope, in the full swing 
of an intense political crusade to prevent war in Iraq, 
stated that war would imply "an incredible loss of life", 
and the Vatican has announced that at Sigonella, a 
North American naval base in Sicily, 100 000 body bags 
and 6000 coffins have arrived. 


Archbishop Renato Martino, one of the highest advisers 
of the Pope for Justice and Peace, disclosed this 
information last Tuesday in an interview with the 
National Catholic Reporter, a US catholic weekly 
newspaper. "I am aware that 100,000 body bags have 
arrived in Sigonella along with 6000 coffins. These are 
not for Iraqi soldiers! A floating hospital with a thousand 
beds is also in position, and it hasn't arrived to cure 
soldiers with scratches. We are talking about an 
incredible loss of life" declared Martino, UN 
representative for the Vatican for 16 years, and fully 
aware of international politics. 


Fifteen thousand down 


"| have been informed that the United States are 
expecting 15 000 deaths of North American soldiers" 
stated the Pope's advisor on Justice and Peace. "Any 
one who is preparing a war has to count the price to be 
paid by enemies, by allies and by its own people" 
warned Martino, appearing convinced that the conflict in 


Iraq would lead to "increased terrorism" and "unrest 
throughout the Middle East". 


At the beginning of the month Martino had no doubt in 
defining preventive war as an "unjustified war and an 
act of aggression" and yesterday stated that the proof 
presented against Iraq by Colin Powell "is not 
convincing, not in the same way as that presented by 
the United States in 1962 in the Cuban missile crisis". 
The advisor also feels that proof should be provided to 
the UN inspectors to allow them to do their duty. 


Diplomatic missions 


With rarely seen impact in Vatican circles, the words of 
Martino clearly reflect the increasing concern of the 
Vatican that war in Iraq is inevitable. Whilst rumours 
continue to be heard on a last minute diplomatic 
mission both in Baghdad and in Washington, as 
occurred in 1991, the fact that the Pope will receive the 
Vice-Prime Minister of Iraq, Tarek Aziz, a devoted 
Catholic on the 14th of February puts this possibility on 
"stand by". 


Tarek Aziz, who visited the Pope on 19th May 1998 
showing a turning point in European politics in the aim 
of obtaining support in view of an abolition of the 
embargo, asked to speak with Pope John Paul II two 
weeks ago. The Pope immediately accepted this 
suggestion. Martino did not hide his hopes that this 
meeting would lead to "a step towards a resolution". 


Cardinal Roger Etchegaray, the most likely 
representative of the Pope should the Vatican actually 
decide to send a special mission to Baghdad, declared 
that the meeting between the Pope and Aziz "will be, 
without any doubt, a major step towards a fragile but 
important peace for all". 


Despite the resistance of the Italian Prime Minister, 
Silvio Berlusconi, who provides full and steady support 
for the preventive war targeted by his "friend" Bush, the 
Pope will continue his active diplomatic relations today 
by receiving the German Minister for Foreign Relations, 
Joschka Fisher, member of a government which, like 
the French government, maintains an anti-war stance 
and is therefore in agreement with the Vatican. 


Grano de Arena 177 
Contact for this article informativo@attac.org 


The global fight let us face 


By Jan Aart Scholte, researcher at Warwick University, 
United Kingdom. 


Translation. Karen. Coorditrad, volunteer translators (*) 


One hundred thousand people came to Porto Alegre for 
the third edition of the World Social Forum in late 
January. Twice as many as last year, four times as 
many as in 2001. Never had so many citizens come 
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forth for meetings on a global scale. Never did so many 
professional associations, trade unions, NGOs, 
religious organizations and think groups _ interest 
themselves to the great planetary stakes, whether the 
environment, the arms race or human rights. 


The sheer number of crossfrontier organizations 
(settled in several countries) in activity has increased 
more than tenfold in the past forty years, from 1700 in 
1960 to 18000 today (1). And these figures do not even 
take into account the multitude of networks, coalitions 
and alliances that topically unite citizens everywhere in 
the world. Indeed, this phenomenon is not the first of its 
kind, and the "citizens international" wasn't born in 1999 
in Seattle. As soon as the end of the 19th century, 
trade unions, anarchists and pacifists organized 
themselves beyond national boundaries. Throughout 
the 20th century, feminist organizations and_anti- 
colonial activists had placed their action on the world 
stage. Anyhow. The scale reached by the current 
international mobilization of citizens is never seen. The 
communist international's great gatherings at the 
beginning of the century, such as the Baku congress in 
1920, never convened more than a few thousand 
people, and besides they were supported by the 
nascent Soviet state. Although the magnitude of these 
new gatherings makes no doubt, the singular regularly 
used to describe them is misleading. "The" civil society 
is a political space in which voluntary associations try to 
model the rules of social life. But each tries to pull the 
wagon in its own direction. 


This patchwork is made of groups of experts more or 
less close to the powers-that-be, businessmen 
organizations, development NGOs, trade unions, 
churches, ecologists, human rights defenders, 
humanitarian organizations, peace movements, 
philanthropist foundations, womens networks, youth 
organizations, consumer organizations... Their new 
power is born from the upheaval of a world in which 
collective identities more and more define the 
belonging. It mostly stems from the lack of a world 
government. 


For nature loathes a void. And the traditional means of 
state regulation have become insufficient to face 
environmental disasters no frontier can stop, financial 
flows no rate control can govern, global firms no 
taxation can contain, or migration no legislation can 
truly hinder. Numerous mechanisms have taken on that 
charge between nations (European Union, Alena, 
Mercosur, Asean), above nations (IMF, World Bank, 
UNO), within nations (regions, cities, federal states) as 
well as within the private sphere (ICANN for the 
Internet, the big five for accounting rules). For better or 
for worse. 


The time is thus favorable for the rise of international 
citizen movements. At stake is the creation of new 
places of decisions and of a new level for democratic 
debate. National participation and civic representation 
means are indeed rather useless when populations 
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need to shape the world. Many associations from civil 
society try to fill this democratic void when they strive to 
bring the "voice of the voiceless" on the world stage. 
Through the mobilization against the Narmada dam in 
India, they have for instance enabled indigenous 
populations to defend themselves when they were at 
the fringes of Indian democracy. By ensuring that the 
multilateral agreement on investment be dropped in 
1998, they have proved their capacity to stand as a 
counter-power. 


By participating in the negotiation rounds on the ban of 
antipersonnel landmines, climate change or 
biodiversity, by lobbying in favor of debt decrease or the 
access to drugs of the poorer countries, the 
associations have also shown that they favored 
expressing to international institutions an organized 
public opinion. 


From there to labelling them the global public opinion, 
there is a step that is not to be taken. The question of 
their legitimacy can indeed not be forsaken: what right 
do "civil society" organizations have to exert an 
influence on the political aspects of globalization? In 
the name of what or whom? 


The players of the "global civil society" neither have the 
same project, nor the same organization, nor the same 
influence, nor the same type of answers to the 
challenges of globalization. | Some organizations 
participate in defending the global order, while others 
are instrumental in confronting it. On the one hand, 
"conformists" who want to strengthen the existing rule : 
are, more often than not, the business associations, 
think groups and foundations that unabashedly support 
neoliberalism. On the other hand, "reformists" and 
"transformists" endorse another globalization, more or 
less radically different. The former try to enhance the 
existing institutions without changing the underlying 
social structures as is requested by numerous research 
institutions, consumer associations, human_ rights 
militants, humanitarian organizations, trade unions. 
The latter intend to change the whole social order, as 
many anarchists, hardcore ecologists, feminists, and 
several religious movements often want to. 


There is hence no such thing as a unique way to think 
of "global civil society". In whose name, then? 


Even when it fights against the mighty and serves the 
weak, civil society largely reflects the social hierarchies. 
As middle- and higher classes are over-represented in 
all political parties, many a leader of citizen movements 
are closer to the governing than the governed, because 
of their social origin and lifestyle. As they belong to a 
so-called militant jet-set, they for the most part have a 
college education, travel like they breathe, speak fluent 
English, have well-honed computer skills and feel at 
ease in international gatherings. At home with the 
dominant culture, they know its speech, are welcome in 
its powerhouses and have this feeling for the proper 
thing to do that is so precious in the tiny little world of 





the global elite, which is precisely what usually finances 
them. 


As diehard as their ideas may be, they are able to make 
them heard by the powers in place. This sociology of 
their elite provides citizen movements with an extra 
touch of power. But it can also give way to the most 
ridiculous scenes. | have in my time seen the meeting 
of one of the leading figures of the "antiglobalization" 
movement with local militants in Thailand. I've seen 
this leader speak to those traditional fishermen, to these 
landless peasants, to these city-outcasts, in English — 
making simultaneous translation mandatory — about 
structural adjustment, the conditionality forced upon 
nations by the IMF and the rules of industrial property. 
After which he grabbed his suitcase and ran to catch a 
plane, without a chance for discussion... Even if this is 
an extreme example, one must be aware that this type 
of situations exist. 


It reminds us that the organizations of civil society are 
not essentially democratic. That they ought to learn to 
listen to their members, to keep them informed, to be 
accountable to them. Then the sociological gap 
between representatives and the represented won't 
matter anymore. Just as our elected representatives 
are not fake democratic representatives simply because 
they have skills we don't, and are more at ease in 
power circles. 


Organizations have taken time to realize this, but they 
eventually managed to. In the mid 90s, they still 
suspiciously examined any questioning of their 
democratic representative status. And they gave the 
researcher flippant answers such as "we are not a 
government, we don't have to be representative" or "no 
matter that our processes are or not democratic, as 
long as our objectives are". Today the great majority of 
their leaders are perfectly aware of the problem. Even 
though there is still lots to be done, they try to poll the 
populations whose interests they pretend to defend, 
develop their information, give them the opportunity to 
speak up, be accountable to them. 


The global civil society is not essentially egalitarian 
either. Citizen organizations are not impervious to 
power and domination games. Proof to that are the 
sometimes hegemonic relationships between the NGOs 
of the North and those of the South. By financing the 
latter, the former often feel entitled to press their own 
priorities onto their partners, who are denied the choice. 
There again, the global civil society is changing. There 
are more and more organizations lead by women or 
based in the South. And we are witnessing 
relationships trully based on equal terms between their 
partners. 


Just as the "Hemisphere Social Alliance", a Pan- 
American coalition of social movements initially based 
in Mexico, then Brazil, that offers alternatives to the 
free-trade agreement of the Americas and organizes 
most of its demonstrations south of the continent. 


Being aware of the limitations to the virtues of the 
"global civil society" invites us to desacralize it, not 
disqualify it. For in a world that in many respects 
seems less egalitarian than yesterday, from the 
viewpoint of relationships between genders, races, 
classes or countries, citizen organizations more than 
ever have a role to play. Looking back, the third quarter 
of the 20th century can indeed seem like a divine 
parenthesis in the long history of the northern white 
upper-class male domination. Decolonisation, the 
providence-state, positive discrimination policies, all 
went against the different types of inequities. Since, 
globalization seems to have closed the parenthesis, 
allowing the domination of assets on work and of the 
West onto everything else. Transnational social 
movements can become the spark of an era more 
democratic, more equitable, more human. Just as the 
trade unions had been that spark in the 19th century, on 
a national scale. By reproducing this double dynamic 
described by Karl Polanyi in "the great transformation" : 
when capitalism goes astray from the morally and 
socially acceptable, it calls forth challenger movements 
that induce its reform. This may be the meaning of 
what is happening in front of our eyes on a global scale. 


Proof of this is the multitude of proposals for a "social- 
democratization" of the world that we see emerging 
today: reflections on the management of global public 
assets (cf. Al #2), on a global social contract, or on the 
International Labor Organization programs in favor of a 
"decent employment". 


Were they to be linked, all these ideas could become 
the thread for an alternative voice to that of 
neoliberalism. After all, history is made of such 
upheavals. The triumph of the liberal ideology was 
inconceivable in the 60s. Why not envision the 
negotiation of a global social contract in the upcoming 
decades? Dreaming it is, at any rate, starting to create 
it. 


Jan Aart Scholte 


Contact for this article cchavagneux@alternatives- 
economiques. fr 


(1) according to the union of international associations. 


This article is an extract from the latest issue of 
Alternatives Internationales (International Alternatives), 
#6 (January — February 2003). It is the opening article 
of an 18-page file devoted to "those who invent another 
world", with pieces on Greepeace, ATTAC, the 
international role of NGOs, an interview with Edgar 
Morin. 


Burying the "Washington Consensus" 


By Xavier Cano Tamayo. Writer and journalist. Agencia 
de Informacion Solidaria 
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Translation. Prudence Dwyer. Coorditrad, volunteer 
translators (*) 


A few days ago the Davos World Economic Forum, the 
capitalist economy's Sanhedrin, came to an end. Davos 
recognised that every country should apply the 
economic and social policy which best suits it without 
demanding allegiance to the economic and financial 
orthodoxy which has been destroying our lives for the 
past decade, the ill named "Washington Consensus". 
The cause of this change of attitude by the rich men's 
Forum is the economic disaster following a decade of 
"Consensus" dogmas 


Communism, having been disarmed and extinguished 
in combat; capitalism put on a brave face and in the 
death throws of the eighties formulated economic policy 
directives with mandatory effect; a process leading 
towards the final consequences of economic liberalism 
as formulated at the end of the eighteenth century and 
the beginning of the nineteenth. 


The "Consensus" prescribed budgetary discipline (a 
passion for eliminating deficits), fiscal reform (favouring 
those who own most), trade liberalisation (removal of 
tariff barriers by less developed countries without any 
compensation from the rich), opening up to foreign 
investment (without rules or controls) privatisation 
(public patrimony within the grasp of the powerful), 
deregulation (weakening or removal of labour 
guarantees, social and environmental controls)absolute 
guarantee of right to property and management of 
lesser affairs (excepting police involvement). 


This "Washington Consensus" was produced and 
developed by a select few whose interests left no room 
for doubt. When someone keeps company with the 
chief supporters of a certain type of economic policy it 
is clear where his interests lie. The secretary of the 
North American Treasury, Robert Rubin, comes from 
Wall Street, like the former Secretaries, Roger C.Altman 
and Nicholas Brady. They all used to work in 
investment companies. Ernest Stein, former President 
of the World Bank is a Director of J.P.Morgan Bank and 
the current President, James Wolfensohn, was also 
director of an investment Bank. And so it goes on... 


The "Consensus" was drawn up by a group of 
economists, officials of the U.S. Government, the World 
Bank and the International Monetary Fund. A very 
restricted consensus; it was never the subject of 
general debate and never submitted to a vote. It was 
not even formally ratified by the countries it was 
imposed on. It has been, and still is, an authoritarian 
exercise, greedy and unsupportive, whose champions 
try to justify it on the grounds of the supposedly 
unquestionable economic-scientific character of its 
guidelines. It is paradoxical that while the world's 
physicists call into question the immovable and 
unquestionable nature of certain principles of Science 
(with a capital) editors, defenders and executors of the 
ill named "Washington Consensus" claim that this 
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selfish, obscene and biased view of the economy is 
pure economic science, making compliance obligatory. 
The "Consensus", however, used to predict that with its 
application economic growth would increase, poverty 
would diminish and employment would expand. Just the 
opposite. Moreover, intensive use of natural resources 
has caused damage, perhaps irreparable damage, to 
the environment. 


Latin America, the principal victim of this "Consensus", 
is a prime example of the disaster it has caused. In 
1980 there were 120 million poor; in 1999 the number 
had increased to 220 million, 45% of the population; the 
richest 20% is almost 19 times richer than the poorest 
20%, when the world average is that the rich are only 7 
times richer than the poorest. After a decade of blindly 
devoted application of the Washington Consensus 
guidelines, Latin America stands on the edge of a 
precipice. Debt grew from US$492,000 million in 1991 
to US$787,000 million in 2001. Railways, 
telecommunications, airlines, drinking water supplies 
and energy supplies were virtually wound up and 
handed over to giant US and European corporations. 
Public spending on education, health, housing and 
social benefits was reduced, price control was 
abolished, wages were frozen and millions of workers 
were dismissed by the new masters of the now- 
privatised public undertakings. Massive imports (with 
the reduction of customs tariffs of course) to nourish the 
consumerism of the upper and aspiring middle classes 
caused national undertakings to disappear. And more 
unemployment. And according to the ILO (International 
Labour Organisation) 84% of jobs created in the golden 
years of the "Consensus" were temporary and poorly 
paid. Quite a programme! 


In the recently held Porto Alegre World Social Forum, 
Jorge Wertheim, representing UNESCO in Brazil, 
roundly condemned what everybody has known all 
along; the "Consensus has meant a dramatic increase 
in inequalities and an incredible worsening of poverty 
worldwide.” 


The new President of Brazil, Ignacio Lula da Silva has 
rejected the neoliberal dogma of the "Consensus". With 
very little fuss he has altered the intended use of 
millions of dollars meant for buying fighter aircraft and 
has devoted them purely to fighting the hunger of 
millions of Brazilians; at the same time committing a 
great deal of State aid to education, health, 
environmental protection and safeguarding natural 
resources, Pure heresy! 


The "Washington Consensus" has been a howling 
failure. The undeniable figures and facts are here. 
Perhaps this is why Jacques Chirac, who during 2003 
will be G7 President, the club of the world's richest 
countries, has promised to fight for "a controlled and 
caring globalisation ".Perhaps out of contempt for the 
destructive consequences of the pernicious neoliberal 
theology which is the "Consensus" James Wolfensohn, 
President of the World Bank, declared in November 





2002 at a Latin American Meeting in preparation for the 
Davos World Economic Forum;" the Washington 
Consensus is dead". Force of circumstance. 


And at the Porto Alegre World Social Forum 
representatives of UNESCO urged that _ the 
"Washington Consensus" be buried forever and every 
effort made to confront the urgent task of eradicating 
poverty and overcoming the hunger and illiteracy that 
afflict 900 million of the Earth's inhabitants 


Let us consign the "Washington Consensus" to the 
cemetery. Or would it contaminate the dead? 


Xavier Cano Tamayo. 


Contact for this article xavicata@wanadoo.es 


Agriculture Proposal Will Increase Dumping, 
Unemployment And Hunger 


By Aileen Kwa. Research associate with Focus on the 
Global South, based in Geneva 


Developing countries must reject Harbinson text 


WTO's Agriculture Committee Chair Stuart Harbinson 
has released his first draft modalities paper on 
agriculture, ahead of this weekend's mini- ministerial 
meeting in Japan where agriculture is expected to be 
high on the agenda. The exclusive Tokyo gathering will 
be attended by just 25 trade ministers. 


The negotiating modalities put forward in Harbinson's 
paper are a sham. They are intended to give the green 
light to transnational agri- businesses to take over 
developing countries' agricultural markets. More 
dumping of cheap subsidized food can be expected and 
developing countries forced to import more food will 
also be importing unemployment. Hundreds of millions 
of small farmers in India, China, most of Africa, 
countries in South Asia and Southeast Asia, as well as 
Latin America will be faced with unemployment and 
poverty as domestic markets are flooded with cheap 
subsidized imports and commodity prices plunge. 


The proposal is clearly in line with the aims of the world 
agricultural exporters as outlined by President Bush 
when he introduced the US Farm Bill: "We want to be 
selling our beef and our corn and our beans to people 
around the world who need to eat".[1] The EU's policy - 
"to consolidate its position as a major world exporter"- 
will also be advanced [2] as will the interests of major 
Cairns Group exporters, Australia, Canada, New 
Zealand. 


The draft seems to deliberately ignore many of the 
proposals put forward by developing countries to 
protect their producers against dumping and address 
the problems of rural unemployment and food insecurity 
plaguing a large number of developing countries. 


Focus on the Global South calls on developing 
countries to reject the text because it will not rebalance 
the inequity in agricultural trade. At stake are farmers' 
livelihoods; access to food especially of women and 
children; and given the centrality of the rural sector in 
the South, also the long-term economic development of 
most developing countries. 


1) Dumping to Escalate: Indirect forms of export 
subsidies are being legalized and legitimized. The 
present Agriculture Agreement's domestic support 
loopholes remain. Export subsidies and AMS (trade- 
distorting subsidies) will be shifted into the Green Box 
(supposedly non- trade distorting). There are no caps 
on the Green Box. An overall cap on total Green Box 
support, called for by developing countries, has not 
been taken up in the Harbinson text. The Green Box is 
where OECD direct payment programmes are housed. 
Such subsidies to producers provide an implicit support 
to agri-corporations, allowing them to buy food cheaply 
from Northern producers, and export food at prices so 
low it undercuts domestic producers in developing 
countries. 


2) The treatment of ‘strategic products’ will increase, not 
abate hunger and food insecurity The draft says that 
strategic products (the number to be determined) will 
have lower tariff cuts - 10 per cent, with a minimum of 5 
per cent per tariff line. Most of the staple crops and 
livelihood crops for developing countries are exactly 
those that are being highly subsidized in the US and EU 
- corn, wheat, rice, soya, dairy products, sugar, beef. 
Some developing countries have asked for total 
exclusion of food security crops from __ further 
commitments. Instead, they are again called upon to 
reduce these tariffs. One Southern delegate said: 
"Some countries are already grappling with very low 
tariffs on their sensitive food security crops. The 
required 10 per cent cut will have very negative effects". 


3) Rebalancing /Countervailing Mechanism Denied to 
the South, Tariffs Instead to be Slashed Developing 
countries have asked for the structural imbalance in 
agricultural trade to be redressed, via a rebalancing 
/countervailing instrument that can defend their 
producers from the $1 billion a day OECD subsidies in 
agriculture. Such an instrument would allow countries to 
put up tariffs on crops which are subsidized by the 
OECD by amounts proportionate to the subsidies. 
These proposals have been ignored in the Harbinson 
text. Instead, for developing countries, tariffs greater 
than 120 per cent are to be slashed by 40 per cent. 
Those between 20 -120 per cent decreased by 33 per 
cent. No linkage to OECD subsidies is made. 


4) Real Special and Differential Treatment Provisions 
(SDT) for the North! Due to the structural imbalances, 
the real SDT provisions will flow to developed countries. 
The SDT provisions for developing countries, littered 
throughout the text are intended to pull the wool over 
the eyes of developing countries’ Ministers. Eg. best 
endeavour (non-mandatory) clause about providing 
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more market access to developing countries’ products; 
expanding the Green Box for developing countries’ to 
subsidise small farmers when they cannot afford to do 
so anyway. 


5) Special Treatment to Developed Countries on the 
Special Safeguard Provision (SSG) for another Decade. 
Developing countries have requested the use of a 
temporary safeguard measure for all products, so that 
in case of import surges or price drops, they are able to 
have recourse to a temporary additional tariff or 
quantitative restriction. The current Safeguard provision 
is available to only 30, mostly developed countries. The 
draft says that developed countries can continue to use 
the SSG until the end, or two years past the end of the 
implementation period for tariff reductions (ie another 5- 
7 years upon completion of the Doha programme). 
Developing countries' recourse of the SSG will be 
limited to the few "strategic products" (probably 2-3 per 
country) identified. And to crown it all, it says that this 
access to the SSG will be dependent on completion of a 
review to be conducted to make "operationally effective" 
the current SSG! The Special and_ Differential 
Treatment negotiations emerging from Doha, (to 
strengthen and make operational SDT provisions) 
where the deadlines have been missed and no political 
will has been shown by the majors, makes a mockery of 
this promise. 


Contact for this article. Nicola Bullard 
N.Bullard@focusweb.org - Focus on the Global South 
(FOCUS) - c/o CUSRI, Chulalongkorn University - 
Bangkok 10330 THAILAND - Tel: 662 218 
7363/7364/7365/7383 - Fax: 662 255 9976 - Web Page 
http://www.focusweb.org 


[1] Lawhon, H 2002, Brief Analysis No. 413, National 
Centre for Policy Analysis, August 15. [2] Commission 
des CE 1997 'Agenda 2000 - Volume | Communication: 
Pour une Union plus forte et plus large", DOC/97/5 


Rural agony in the midst of inequality's 
Kingdom 


By Diego Ceballos 


The 12 Mexicans whose names appear on the list of 
richest people in the world published by the US's 
economic magazine Forbes accumulate richness equal 
to 4.9 % of Mexico's GNP. 


The huge social inequality outlived the rural revolution 
of the beginning of the 20th century which took one 
million souls, and gave to the Institutional Revolutionary 
Party (PRI) 71 years of government, the party which is 
said to be the heir and defender of that process. 


The rural organizations which stand for the 
revolutionaries’ millions of descendants who fought that 
revolution, have been (since the last days of the past 
year) mobilizing to demand an emergency plan to save 
the rural areas from Vicente Fox's administration. 
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Fox, Mexico's President since the 2000, is the first one 
who does not come from the PRI, he promised to 
maintain a dialogue with the rural producers to meet 
their requests, which could be held at the end of this 
week. 


The rural workers claim for reformulation of the 
agriculture trade opening with the United States and 
Canada, Mexico's partners in the North American Free 
Trade Agreement (NAFTA), a device which is 
considered to be the origin of their problems. 


In January the barriers for 21 agriculturals products 
where removed for NAFTA'S exchange. Products such 
as potato, wheat, apple, onion, coffee, chicken and calf 
meat were among them. This agreement is part of a 
regional one which established the three opening 
stages of agricultural trade. The first began in 1994, 
when NAFTA came into force, the second in January 
and the third will take place in 2008. 


The inequality in income distribution and the Mexican 
country's poverty is a time bomb which was fed by 
NAFTA, pointed out Victor Quintana, a researcher from 
the Chihuahua Autonomous University (Chihuahua is a 
Mexican state bordering the United States). 


Official data points out that 75% of Mexican poverty is 
concentrated in the countryside, where half of its 100 
million inhabitants are submerged in their poor 
condition. 


World Bank research reported that the poorest 20% of 
the Mexican population receives 3.8% of the income 
whereas the richest 20 % receives 55.3%. 


However, Fox claims that the poverty is not connected 
with NAFTA but, on the contrary, this instrument has 





bettered the employment growth and the standard of 
living. 


Mexico's export trade increased from U$S60.882 in 
1994, when NAFTA came into force, to reach U$S 
158.442 in 2001, meanwhile imported goods boosted 
from US$79.345 to US$ 168.396 in the same period. 


According to the historian Lorenzo Meyer, the removal 
of trade barriers influences the growth of the social gap 
and rural poverty just as other elements such as 
corruption, concentration of political power and the 
wrong distribution of farmland. 


The Agricultural Superior Court, which was created 10 
years ago, reported that there are more or less 30,000 
controversies on land possessions connected with state 
borders, communities, agricultural colonies and private 
properties. 


At least 1,000 people have died in the last decade 
owing to the agricultural dispute, reported the Indigenist 
National Institute. The Standing Agricultural Council, the 
main Mexican rural organization, remained co-opted by 
the PRI and has not organized great mobilizations 
during this party’s seventy years in government. 


However, the Standing Agricultural Council and other 
left-wing independent groups are gathered nowadays to 
leading mobilizations demanding change _ from 
President Fox. 


These multiple rural organizations are gathered to ask 
for rescue measures in rural areas and the government 
is ready to meet the request for the first time in 70 
years, Meyer stated. 


"Something interesting will come out of this reunion", 
the historian predicted. 


(*) coorditrad@atiac.org is the email address of an international group of volunteers who coordinate 700 
translators worldwide. You can be part of this group and share your language expertise by helping us publish 
articles and documents. Just contact them for further details. 
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Meeting ATTAC worldwide 


Week 26-02-2003 >>> 05-03-2003 





http: //attac. org/rdv/index.html 





26/02 

BRITAIN : hito:/www.attac.org.uk/attac/html/calendar.vm 

London 

DANMARK : hitp:/www.attac-danmark.dk/kalender/index.asp 
Blagards Plads 

FRANCE : http://www. france.attac.org/annexe/calendrier.php?7langue= 
Grenoble + Rennes 

NORGE :: hitp:/Awww.attac.no/index.php?url=%2Fkalenderliste.php 
Oslo 


27/02 

DANMARK : hittp://www.attac-danmark.dk/kalender/index.asp 
Arhus 

FINLAND : hitp:/www.attac.kaapeli.fi/kalenteri 

Vantaa 


AUSTRIA : hittp:/www.attac-austria.org/termine/termine.php 

Wien + Dornbirn 

SUISSE-SCHWEIZ : http:/www.suisse.attac.org/rubrique.php3?id_rubrique=6 
Neuchatel 


28/02 

FRANCE : hittp:/www.france.attac.org/annexe/calendrier.php?langue= 

Paris 11 + Arras + 

SUISSE-SCHWEIZ : http:/www.suisse.attac.org/rubrique.php3?id_rubrique=6 
Corcelles 


01/03 

DANMARK : hittp://www.attac-danmark.dk/kalender/index.asp 
Copenhagen 

DEUTSCHLAND :  hittp:/Awww.attac-netzwerk.de/termine/index.php 
Wurzburg 

FINLAND : hitp:/www.attac.kaapeli.fi/kalenteri 

Helsinki 

FRANCE : hitp://www.france.attac.org/annexe/calendrier.php?langue= 
Gonesse + Boulogne Billancourt + Brest + Lyon + Cergy Potoise 


02/03 

FRANCE : hittp:/www.france.attac.org/annexe/calendrier.php?langue= 
Gonesse 

SVERIGE : http://www.attac.nu/nyportal/kalendarium.php 
Stockholm 


03/03 

DANMARK : hitp://www.attac-danmark.dk/kalender/index.asp 
Copenhagen 

FRANCE : hitp://www.france.attac.org/annexe/calendrier.php?7langue= 
Rouen 


04/03 
BELGIQUE-BELGIE :: hittp://wb.attac.be/modules.php?0p=modload&name=Calendrier&file=index 
Namur 


attac 
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DANMARK : hittp:/www.attac-danmark.dk/kalender/index.asp 

Blagards Plads 

FRANCE : http://www. france.attac.org/annexe/calendrier.php?langue= 

St Brieuc + Saint Dié + Romorantin + Tregunc + Lyon + Nantes 
NORGE : hitp:/www.attac.no/index.php?url=%2Fkalenderliste.php 

Oslo 

SUISSE-SCHWEIZ : http:/www.suisse.attac.org/rubrique.php3?id_rubrique=6 
Lausanne 

SVERIGE : htto://www.attac.nu/nyportal/kalendarium.php 

Stockholm 


05/03 

FRANCE : hittp:/www.france.attac.org/annexe/calendrier.php?7langue= 
Grenoble + Paris 15 + La Rochette + Quimper + Paris 10 
NORGE : hitp:/Awww.attac.no/index.php?url=%2Fkalenderliste.php 
Oslo 


